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transparency in government procurement ac-
tivities. We want nations to develop the institu-
tional capacity needed to properly monitor
international government procurement con-
tracts. Where nations lack such capacity, we
encourage the use of third-party procurement
monitoring to ensure openness and trans-
parency in the process. Third-party procure-
ment monitoring is a process where an unin-
volved third-party is hired to monitor every
stage of the procurement process. The proce-
dure has been used successfully in South
America and Africa to fight corruption in inter-
national government procurement. Third-party
procurement monitors have the expertise
needed to ensure that a project is competi-
tively bid and effectively executed. In turn, this
expertise gets passed on to the host govern-
ments, which further institutionalizes open pro-
curement practices. The goal should be a
process free from cronyism and corruption.
This legislation will help us accomplish that
goal.
f

RECOGNIZING THE WORK OF THE
AIR LAND EMERGENCY RE-
SOURCE TEAM

HON. SAM JOHNSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to bring to the Congress’ attention
seven young men and the members of the Jo-
seph Rankin family who sacrificed time and ef-
fort to serve the people of Russia from July
10–August 25, 1999, by remodeling an or-
phanage in Moscow to improve living condi-
tions. In addition to the joy they received from
investing in the lives of others, this cross-cul-
tural experience gave these individuals a
greater appreciation for the benefits and privi-
leges we enjoy in America. These individuals
are to be commended for their willingness to
put the needs of others before their own.

Daniel Buhler, MI; Michael Hadden, GA;
Jesse Long, WA; Timothy Moye, GA; Joseph
Rankin, MI; Joyce Rankin, MI; Benjamin
Rankin, MI; Daniel Rankin, MI; Joseph
Rankin, MI; Justin Tanner, MI; Jefferson
Turner, GA; Neil Waters, VA.

f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
MISSES IMPORTANT TARGET

HON. DOUG BEREUTER
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
highly commends to his colleagues this edi-
torial I submit from the November 1, 1999,
Norfolk Daily News regarding campaign fi-
nance reform. The editorial rightly notes that
campaign finance reform must address the
use of union dues (regardless of the union
member’s wishes) for political contributions.

[From the Daily News, Nov. 1, 1999]
REFORM MISSES IMPORTANT TARGET

CAMPAIGN FOR NEW RESTRICTIONS FAILS TO PUT
FOCUS ON MAJOR SOURCE OF PROBLEMS

At the same time as the McCain-Feingold
proposal aimed at changing rules of cam-

paign financing was being defeated in the
U.S. Senate, a major endorsement aimed at
influencing the 2000 election results was tak-
ing place. Its unsurprising results bear on
the issue, inaccurately described as ‘‘re-
form,’’ since that term implies beneficial
change, not cosmetic change.

McCain-Feingold’s aim was to reduce the
‘‘soft money’’ contributions by which unlim-
ited amounts may be given to political par-
ties—not individual candidates—for advanc-
ing their views on major issues of the day. It
is a contrast to the $1,000 individual con-
tribution limits, never adjusted for inflation,
which can be provided directly to candidates.

Bearing on this issue is the way in which
some organizations, notably the AFL–CIO,
can support their favored candidates with
endorsements, publicity and in-house poli-
ticking with little regard for financing limi-
tations.

The recent AFL–CIO endorsement of Vice
President Al Gore’s bid for the Democratic
nomination was not unanimous, and it
lacked important initial support from two of
the major affiliates, the Teamsters Union
and the United Auto Workers. They are like-
ly to check in later. But that endorsement
kicked into gear a $40 million union mobili-
zation for the primaries and the general elec-
tion. It is ‘‘soft money’’ but vital support—in
part provided in violation of the rights of
that apparent minority of union members
which may want Bill Bradley as the nomi-
nee, or as an extreme example, members who
might even choose a Republican.

The unions have every right to back what-
ever candidates they choose. They do not
have the right, however, to spend mandatory
dues money that was supposed to have been
allocated to collective bargaining and the
more restricted cause of improving the sta-
tus of union workers.

Being forced, through mandatory fees, to
support candidates and causes with which
one disagrees is a violation of a fundamental
tenet of a free society. The U.S. Supreme
Court has addressed the issue and reached
that conclusion. But it is one of several glar-
ing cases of disregard for the law that the
Clinton administration has ignored the prin-
ciple. Without enforcement of that rule, any
‘‘reforms’’ of the current flawed campaign fi-
nancing laws are worthless. Nothing wrong
with unions spending big bucks for politics
as long as the money is openly provided and
comes from willing donors. Nothing wrong,
either, with like amounts coming from read-
ily identifiable business or other organiza-
tions operating under the same terms.

But let them use these resources openly to
win friends and influence elections, and un-
derstand that true reform depends on vol-
untary contributions.

f

REAL ESTATE FLEXIBILITY ACT
OF 1999

HON. JIM McCRERY
OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999
Mr. McCRERY. Mr. Speaker, today I am in-

troducing legislation, the Real Estate Flexibility
Act of 1999, to remove a present-law tax pen-
alty that confronts individual real estate inves-
tors who wish to sell debt-encumbered prop-
erty.

This legislation is important to our Nation’s
real estate markets. It would provide real es-
tate investors with flexibility in managing tax li-
abilities while at the same time allowing debt-
strapped property to be put to its highest and
best use.

An example will help to illustrate the need
for this legislation. Assume that an individual
investor owns commercial investment real
property that is valued at $100 and that is en-
cumbered by debt of $90. The individual’s
basis in the property is zero. Assume that the
individual wishes to enter the residential real
estate market and that a buyer offers to pur-
chase his commercial property for fair market
value. Under the terms of the transaction, the
buyer will assume the $90 of debt and will pay
the individual $10 in cash.

Under current tax law, the individual will be
taxed not only on the cash received, but also
on the discharged debt. In this case, the tax
paid by the individual on the sale—as much
as $25 in this case (taking into account tax on
unrecaptured depreciation)—will exceed the
$10 in cash the individual actually receives.
Thus, selling the property would force the indi-
vidual to come up with cash out of pocket to
pay the IRS.

In light of this disincentive, many individuals
in this situation do not sell. Rather, they sit
and hold. As a result, the underlying property
does not pass into the hands of new owners
who may be more likely to make improve-
ments and put the property to its highest and
best use.

In these circumstances, I believe an indi-
vidual taxpayer should be given flexibility to
pay this tax liability when he or she has the
necessary cash. The Real Estate Flexibility
Act of 1999 would allow individuals wishing to
sell debt-encumbered property to elect to pay
tax on the sale only to the extent of the cash
received; the individual would have to reduce
basis in other property to the extent that gains
are not taxed. In our example, the individual
would pay tax of $10—i.e., the amount of the
cash actually received—upon disposition of
the commercial real estate and would reduce
his or her basis in other depreciable property
by the amount of untaxed gain on the com-
mercial property.

I ask my colleagues to join me in supporting
this important legislation.
f

CONGRATULATORY REMARKS TO
THE FOSTER GRANDPARENT
PROGRAM OF SOUTHEAST MIS-
SOURI FOR 26 YEARS OF SERV-
ICE TO PUBLIC EDUCATION

HON. JO ANN EMERSON
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999
Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I’d like to

take this opportunity to commend the Foster
Grandparent Program of Southeast Missouri
for recently completing its 26th year serving
the senior citizens in the communities of East
Prairie, Poplar Bluff, and Sikeston, Missouri.

The Foster Grandparent Program of South-
east Missouri has had a tremendous impact
on the senior citizens who serve as mentors to
at-risk children in local elementary schools.
This program serves as a way for these men-
tors to be significant change-agents in their
communities during their golden years.

In addition to providing an opportunity for
seniors to feel a sense of self-worthy and re-
sponsibility within the community, let me also
share with you some stories from teachers
who have seen first-hand the tremendous im-
pact of the Foster Care Program.
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One teacher from Mark Twain Elementary

School in Sikeston, Missouri, spoke of a boy
who suffered from a learning disability but pro-
gressed greatly with the help of a foster
grandparent. ‘‘With his foster grandma’s help,
this child has made tremendous progress this
year, in spite of his disability. He has changed
from a frustrated student who couldn’t read or
spell to a student who beams because now he
can pick up first grade and second grade-level
books and read them with fluency. The posi-
tive impact that this foster grandparent has
had in this student’s life with her genuine care
and concern, and one-on-one tutoring, cannot
really be measured.’’

Another teacher spoke of a grandmother
who worked one-on-one with several students
throughout the school year. ‘‘This woman is
such a great asset to our school and my
classroom. She fulfills these children’s needs
in every way possible, not to mention the in-
valuable assistance she provides me. Without
her, I could not give the extra attention to the
students with the class size being so large.
This grandmother is wonderful and gives the
children an extended family while away from
home.’’

I received dozens of letters from teachers,
principals, participants, and mentors in the
program, all of whom believe that this program
is one of the most rewarding programs within
their communities. I cannot emphasize enough
the importance of programs like this that real-
ize the potential of senior citizens to make sig-
nificant contributions to our society, and I con-
gratulate the Foster Grandparent Program of
Southeast Missouri for their wonderful efforts
over the past 26 years.
f

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION
ADDRESSING NAZI ASSET CON-
FISCATION

HON. JIM RAMSTAD
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, over 50 years
ago, Nazi Germany began a systematic proc-
ess of eliminating an entire race. Over 6 mil-
lion men, women and children lost their lives
in this tragic chapter in human history simply
because they were Jewish. They were the ulti-
mate victims.

Others were forced to work as slaves in
German factories. Some were subjected to
brutal experiments, and others had their as-
sets and belongings stolen from them to be
given to those of ‘‘Aryan’’ stock or used by the
German government in its war effort.

Amazingly, these criminal acts have yet to
be settled. The U.S. government is currently
involved in negotiations between German
companies and Nazi victims here in the U.S.
which could lead to compensation for some of
the victims.

I believe the companies which profited from
their complicity with the Nazi regime and the
Holocaust should pay for their actions. It is ab-
solutely appalling that to this day, German
banks and businesses have not admitted their
role in this theft nor have they returned the
fruits of their crimes. It is inexcusable that
German banks and businesses continue to
deny their obvious guilt and refuse to com-
pensate the victims.

That’s why I am introducing legislation today
which would allow victims of the Nazi regime
to bring suit in U.S. federal court against Ger-
man banks and businesses which assisted in
and profited from the Nazi’s Aryanization ef-
fort.

My legislation would clarify that U.S. courts
do have jurisdiction over these claims and
would extend any statute of limitations to
2010.

There are people who say this occurred too
long ago and that we should leave these
events in the past. I strongly and fundamen-
tally disagree. There must never be a statute
of limitations on Aryanization, as genocide and
related crimes should always be punished.

These companies need to come forward,
open their books and return their criminally-ob-
tained gains to close this open wound on the
soul of humanity.

This legislation will right a terrible wrong in
the annals of world history, and it’s long over-
due.

f

RECOGNIZING TORNADO RELIEF
WORKERS

HON. SAM JOHNSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I want to commend 58 young men who self-
lessly spent two weeks in Bridge Creek and
Midwest City, Oklahoma last spring to help
search for missing persons and clear debris in
the aftermath of multiple tornadoes. From May
5–21, 1999, these young men served others
at their own expense, and through their hard
work and willing attitudes they brought encour-
agement and hope to citizens who had sus-
tained great loss.

Paul Aber, OH; Peter Ackerman, IL; Derek
Aloisi, NY; John Baker, OK; Paul Bell, TN;
Erik Benson, WI; Shawn Bradley, TN; David
Breneman, NM; Jared Busse, MO; Joshua
Craymer, MI; Daniel Davies, IN; John Dew,
MI; Matthew Field, Australia; Jeremy Flana-
gan, TX;

David French, CA; Philip George, IN; Ed-
ward Harris, TX; Jeremy Hebert, LA; John
Hill, IA; Isaac Houser, OH; Jeremy Jansen,
KS; Jeffery Jestes, OK; Joshua Koyejo, NJ;
Jonathan Kranick, WA; Caleb Lachmann, IN;
Joshua Lachmann, IN; Daniel Lamb, CA;
Barak Lundberg, WA; Joseph Lyle, IL;

Gregory Mangione, MI; David McKenzie,
SC; John Miller, CA; Samuel Mills, TX; Dan-
iel Moulton, OK; Alex Nicolato, OH; Joseph
Nix, MI; John Nix, MI; Marc Payant, Quebec;
Sean Pelletier, WA; Jadon Rauch, IN; Micah
Richmond, OR; Bruce Rozeboom, MI; Robert
Shumer, OH;

Ben Sibley, WI; Eric Singer, PA; Mark
Stanley, MN; Shane Stieglitz, IN; Jacob
Strain, KS; John Tanner, MI; Jeffrey
TenBrink, MI; Daryn Thompson, GA; Brian
Tuplin, Alberta; Benjamin Vincent, MI;
Aaron Waldier, OR; Ryan Ward, OR; Chris-
topher Wilks, CA; Vincent Williams, OK;
Joshua Young, CA.

IN MEMORY OF AN OUTSTANDING
KENTUCKIAN: PAMELA FARIS
BROWN (1942–1970)

HON. HAROLD ROGERS
OF KENTUCKY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, almost three

decades ago a 28-year-old woman set off on
an adventure of a lifetime. It was an adventure
that would end in heartbreak—an adventure
from which she would not return.

At the time of her death Pamela Faris
Brown had already made her mark as a na-
tionally recognized actress and entertainer.
Years earlier, she had also appeared on Ken-
tucky’s political stage—credited with helping to
give a boost to the distinguished public service
career of her father, John Y. Brown, Sr.

Tragically, however, along with her husband
and another companion, Pam perished in Sep-
tember of 1970 while attempting to cross the
Atlantic Ocean in a balloon.

I first encountered Pamela Brown in the
early 1960’s during my last two years of law
school, when I served as a clerk for her fa-
ther’s criminal law practice in Lexington, Ken-
tucky. Pamela was a bright, energetic and
charismatic young woman whose love of life
was only matched by her love of family and
friends.

She was born in Lexington on August 26th,
1942, and attended the University of Kentucky
and Stephens College before setting out on
her performing career. Pamela’s skill as an ac-
tress took her from ‘Shakespeare in the Park’
productions in Louisville to the pursuit of her
career in New York City. Her mother, Dorothy,
issued a warning to the young woman headed
for the big city: ‘‘New York will change you,’’
she warned, to which Pam replied: ‘‘I’ll change
New York.’’

Pamela Brown did make an impression on
New York. She worked her way into a regular
role on the television daytime drama ‘Love is
a Many Splendored Thing’ and appeared on
highly popular national television programs.
She made guest appearances on the Ed Sul-
livan Show and the Lawrence Welk Show, and
performed with Walter Abel in a summer stock
production of ‘Take Her, She’s Mine’.

But Pam’s enthusiasm wasn’t just limited to
the dramatic arts. In 1966, when an illness
nearly forced her father to withdraw from his
political campaign, Pamela volunteered to ap-
pear in his place at speaking engagements.
Years later, her father would recall his oppo-
nent’s campaign manager as saying, ‘‘You
didn’t beat us. Pamela did.’’ Her brother, John
Y. Brown, Jr., would also serve as Kentucky’s
governor.

A spirit like Pamela Brown’s is impossible to
contain—so was her enthusiasm for the ad-
venture that would eventually claim her life.
On Sunday, September 20th, 1970, Pamela
and her husband, Rod Anderson, along with
their companion, Malcolm Brighton, set off
from East Hampton, Long Island, aboard the
balloon they called ‘The Free Life’. They set
out to make history. The following day, the trio
encountered a cold front and a driving rain-
storm, which forced their craft into the sea.

The famous aviatrix Amelia Earhart perished
attempting to set another aviation landmark 62
years ago. Earhart once eloquently explained
the spirit that also led Pam to follow her bal-
loon adventure: ‘‘Please know I am quite
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